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PE2020
San Diego Forum
Physical Education: Future Challenges
Explanation
At the San Diego Forum, participants were asked to note on “red” index cards “bad” ideas or issues that concerned them in thinking about potential future professional initiatives. The responses will make more sense if you download the Word document “PE Action Planning Exercise” available online. Whether or not you attended the Forum, if you would like to give additional feedback on this topic please post to the NASPE Forum in a new thread.
· Professionalism: Physical Education teachers should be certified and not certified on the basis of taking a statewide standardized test (such as in Texas and California)
· We disagree with having different National Standards for different levels.  That’s what benchmarks are for.  The standards are our exit goals/outcomes.  K.I.S.S.
· Dreaming ideas for High School-would end the need for PE teachers. That would be great for students to put on their physical activity logs and homework, but do not have to take PE totally out of the schools. 
· On-line video.  
· No instructional piece shown, only PA
· Was there a piece? Should there be a piece-yes. 
· Have teachers who have appropriate context present-too much assessment, not enough movement
· Some of it was good
· Too much waiting
· CA standards are very weak=go with National NASPE especially its middle and high school-not good models. 
· The future looks like “fitness education” only let’s not do this…I don’t want to be just a fitness educator. 
· No! To online!! Whole child PE=not convenience
· PE is a core!!! =PA not PE
· I would like to express a concern that on-line physical education may not be a direction we want to encourage.
· It is/maybe lacking in its focus on learning
· While PA may be monitored, PE may not be occurring
· This may open a door to extinction of in-school programs.
· The national standards are too open ended.  They must specifically state the content students must learn. 
· We need to stop trying to achieve in all domain’s-make the psychomotor domain IT-we can’t do all domains. 
· Limiting internships and student teaching to online/cyber school such as USF teacher ed. Programs should NOT be certified by NASPE/NCATE or the state if student teaching is limited to learning to teach online. 
· “The elephant in the room” –“Sport”
· PED needs to focus on individual wellness, wellness/lifestyle activities, physical activity and not emphasize team sports (sports in general)/sports tend to focus on group activities and competition). 
· Technology shouldn’t take the place of instruction. 
· Kids are intimidated by sports that they aren’t very skilled in.
· We need to change PE teacher professional development
· From a higher education standpoint:
· Virtual physical education is a bad idea
· How are they held accountable?
· What are they truly learning?
· Are we doing our students an injustice by allowing them to participate in this virtual PE? 
· What does this mean for our profession?
· How do students meet the 3 domains? NASPE standards?
· How can NASPE support this presentation? 
· This seems to go “counter” to everything physical educators stand for-replacing us with a computer and anyone can teach PE. Ugh. 
· We need to figure out how to complete standards assessments with 50% or more MVPA. 
· I think it is a good thing to have the standards consistent through K-12 not having K-5 then different ones for middle and high school. 
· Disconnect between definition (no social component) and standards
· Common theme: Integrates with other academic areas (school connections)
· This common theme should be only a sideline-Physical Education is its own content.  Ex: we are not moving math teachers, that is not our focus. 
· We need observation and supervision developing connections through face to face connections; blend the technology. 
· We need personal connections to promote activity.  Too much online/virtual instruction could undermine this.  Any initiative in this needs to spell out how to keep the balance between face to face, personal interaction and virtual/online instruction. 
· What about outcomes?
· Be careful when choosing the language we use in the creation of documents.  What do the following types of words/phrases really mean?
· Relevant
· Meaningful
· Important 
· Significant
· What about OUTCOMES? Vs. what we “are doing”
· Curriculum initiative
· Online not appropriate 
· Choice allowing narrowing of experiences rather than broad exposures
· Need a definition of [medical profession system]
· Books say that’s how you know it, not how you teach it
· What is physical activity teacher
· Student teacher (after graduation)->PA teacher->master teacher->online teacher->curriculum development
· Initiatives
· Technology with online degrees for PE hybrid-OK
· PA and PE not separate
· PA->how
· PE-> curriculum
· Person in school is PE not PA
· Remove online
· Move medical model to PETE initiative #5
· Bad idea-not anytime in this day for movement, play, etc.  What were you thinking? We are PE teachers.  Just saw Break and Healthy walk, playing Simon says, using heart monitors or some form of measuring those that volunteer to test their heart rate. 
· IF online PE is to be effective:
· all NASPE standards must be addressed and assessed1
· Concerns: Students self-report of physical activity
· Use HR monitors and download data as part (each student having one HR monitor and computer software to download as requirement)
· Don’t rig, reduce the amount of vigorous physical activity in PE for health concepts, movement instruction for assessment. 
· Don’t over-emphasize recreational activities because most students will not have the time and equipment/facilities to regularly participate throughout their lives. 
· Even if they could, they will need to supplement that activity with workouts to be fully fit. 
· Curriculum Initiative-I really feel the 1st few sentences are really good.  But, I, as a student, do not think there should be the progression steps to Master Teacher.  You will lose people who are really motivated to be a good teacher.  If something needs to be fixed-then start at the PETE programs. 
· The “residency” medical model I feel will rob students of their motivation and peter students from pursuing this career.  “We do not get paid enough” 
· #6-Who would really read it without personal interaction with the person? –a waste of resources and money. Need face to face interactions.
· Action Plan #6-giant waste of time and trees! No matter how beautiful the document is and nicely printed, if I do not have a “relationship” with the person I give it to, the document won’t have an impact!
· Alignment with athletics is stagnating the curriculum in PE.  It is our continued connection with “athletics” and sport that prevents us from truly making PE programs “developmentally appropriate”
· Virtual PE-maybe a blended model instead of all online. 
· Not a lot has changed since that
· What can you do with large groups (>60)
· No fitness (especially in front of peers) or skill testing with young children to help them like PE and choose physical activity as an adult.  Decrease the negative experiences. 
· The assumption that core subjects are based on “quality” decision when reality may be more guided by state assessments.  Opportunity for us to be the leaders in making choices that are truly best for children. 
· Eliminate undefined PE Definition #2.  Replace it with “Is able to teach others to become physically educated”
· Online PE, one size fits all 
· Stop having physical education classes with 60+ students that are too difficult to teach and manage. 
· Some PE programs, nothing has changed regarding curriculum-many programs entrenched in a sport model. 
· 2020-Drop soprts as part of PE programs-H.S. athletics programs must be disconnected from HS PE programs.  Athletics serve a small percentage of students while it uses a disproportionate amount of resources from this small privileged group of students. 
· PE teachers who also coach must be held accountable for the students outcomes of all students they are employed to teach-not just the 10-100 kids they might be responsible for coaching. 
· Stop allowing resources (pay and facilities) of schools to be used to subsidize a small number of teacher and student activities.  
· Good participants support PE with a quality professional PE- sometimes it does not happen. 
· Reaction: to accomplish the standards: today more than ever PE teachers are the agents of change-in service training should be mandatory by school law.  For the creation of preventive medicine environment through FITNESS EDUCATION and Wellness, diversify school and after school, when parents and community should be having an impact of a quality program.  Quality Professional (QP2)
· No mention of sport
· Have always been seen as beautifying the body-need to look holistically as how mind/body interact
· Can’t individualize with large classes
· Online PE-lack of accountability
· Paraphrase comments need editing, re: academic (“lack of”) and PE relationships
